Pl^sea™""*""* Claims l.-'-'"'"-'^ 

li- ^'i^'''"'^ rejected claim 17 ^'^^ ..dtoacomputer 

^eExammerhastej ,wtheclaimisd«ectedtoa 

.on-statutorysubjectmatter. ^.^^^s that the claim could bed 

t^s The Exammet state ti,et)togramcode. 
,.^fo.execut..steps. ^^^,,,e.aemhodymstHeP^ ^ 

.Iter ifdixectedto a computet 

subjectmattcnt ...ejection. , i6areeachditectedtoa 

.tfiittv traverse uic^ J .a ii \5andloarc^* 

;,ppUcan«-=^" ..a««*»"*"'''' .^cteaaablcm^*--" 

todepeni^"*^' eo, cache mana8P««°'- 

. ri^A£ Contrary torn 
computer code. ^ 
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3^,acc™p».«prog«n,.i.isdi^«a.oo«pu.re.eou.Mesoftwa.»de — - 

ais«ibutio„.codefo,aoo»»p.ishingame*oa™ybeso,dand«bu^ 

^ i^^Ued and sold wi* a c<»p.«r sys«n, (e.g.. Cain. .9). A<UHU«„a..y, i. is — for 
softwa..ode»bedis,rib».eddirec.ly.o„se.bydo™..oad»ao»„,u«r>aK>u.»nsf«^ 

aoc^pu^^ad^lemedium. MoM««,«.Uyp««ec..heva.ou. ^es of sales and di»ibu«»n 

ao«viUes.appUcan.havecraftede,ain««>specifioaUyeove,saleaMdow„loadofi„ft^^ 

s„«^code,bydi««ingcUton»eo.pu«rsoftwa«code.r.ns™i«edas..i«..™^^^^ 

.i^.,AppUcan.subn>i.*a.con.pu«rexec„.ab.e»,ft«a«ccde.™s»i«edasanM^^^^^^ 

.^,se.esa«««.p.n»sei»s.asaoo.pu»readab,e.edi»„servesauseMpu.pose,a«d 

« T T c r s 1 01 reauires nothing more. For this reason, 
applicants submit that to be statutory, 35 U.S.C. § 101 requires no 

applicants request withdrawal of the rejection. 

m Bpjftrtin"° T I S r 1 0A 

TT« E^nunerbas r^ec^d elaima 7-9, .0 and 16 ^de, 35 U.S.C. H03 as being 

„^«ab.eove,F»n.eta(U.S.Pa.en.No. 6.021,470) invie«ofI^e.(U.S.Pa«n.No. 

5 596754) •n^Exan.inerhasa.sorejectedc.ain., 1 1-14 unde. 35 U.S.C. § 103asbeing 
^.MeoverBon»ee.a..(U.S.Pa.en.No,6.5S4.548)inviewo,I^(U.S.Pa«n.No. 

5.596.754). AppUcan« bave an>e«led indent cl^ms 7. 10. 1. and 16 » more dearly 
describe tbe invention and respectfiiUy traverse the rejection. 

WithregardU>claim7..heExaminers.a..sthat.hecombinadonofFrankand 

I.„c.disc,oseaUof.hee.en,entsofU>eclain.andit«ouldbaveb.enobvi„ns«.con,binem^ 
references to prevent access to the data. 
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Applicants submit that Frank has a data re&esh process that makes no use 

whatsoever of read/writ. looking(see figures), TTtereadalgorithminFrankMum^ 

50) makes .lomention of lookingduringreading. The onlymentionof locking inPra,* is done 

during cache use by clients, not during cache reftesh. Additionally, Frank does no. seem to teach 
thatlockingshouldbeprovidedaapartoftheitemupdateprocessandinfectdoesnotseemto 

disclose that the cacheitselfcouldretriev. incorrect dataffrank guards againstclientsre^^ 

incoiiect data but not against the cache itself reading incorrect data). 

Applicants submit that Lomet does not disclose or teach use of a lock external to a 
database syst^ntoensurecache updates inadistributedsystem where thelockisheldinone 

software process but used to guard resources in another (see column 10, which specifically 
covers cache management strategies within the confines of a single database system). 
Furthermore, the focusonthelcking mechanism inUmtetdoesnotteachameflKKifor cache 

item synchroni^on, it only t«.ches the appropriate implementation of locking schemes. 

Finally, in contrast to the cited references, claim 7 recites locking schemes within 
adistributedcomputersystem. TTus is different than the scheme ofeither Frank or I^et. and 
applicants submit that claim 7 is allowable over the combination of references. 

The Braminer has rejected claim 10 for the same reasons as claim 7, and for the 
reasonsprovidedabove, applicants submitthat the references donotdiscloseorteachclaimlO. 

For similar reasons,th.Examinerhasrejec.edclaim 16, andapplicants traverse the rej 
the same reasons. 

With regard to claim 1 1. the Examiner states that the combination of Bourne and 
lx,met disclose all ofthe elements and that it wouldbe obvious to combine the refere^^ 

prevent other clients from gaining access to that data. 




nverthecitedteferences. 

, . ,9ft 34 correspond generally 
l^ew claims 2"^ fnr the same reasons. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

Milbank, Tweed. Hadley & McCloy LLP 




Chris L. Holm 
Reg. No.: 39,227 



Milbank Tweed Hadky & McCloy OP 

I Chase Manbattan Plaza 

New Yoik, NY 10005 

(212) 530-5000/(212) 530-5219 (fecsumle) 
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